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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications. Amendment filed 4/20/04. 

2. Claims 1-20 are pending in the application. Claims 1, 7, and 13, are independent claims. 

3. Claims 1-16, and 18-20 remain rejected under 35 U.S. C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Durst et al Claim 17 remains rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Durst in 
view of Howell 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5 Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

In reference to independent claim 1, the claim recites the phrase ""useful in conducting the 
business transaction ^ There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The 
Examiner is unclear as to what defines the term usefuV within the applicant's claimed 
invention. It does not provide the Examiner with an exphcit description of what makes the 
objects 'useful' within the limitations of the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
m the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined m section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-16 and 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Durst et al„ U.S. patent No, 6,108,656 -filed May 11,1999. 

Regarding independent claim 1, Figs.l and 2 of Durst et al. disclose a method for the 
creation of an electronic container comprising: Creating an electronic version ([Optional] Text 
& Graphics) of at least one object (TEXT [16]), creating a graphical code (machine-readable 
code [12]) representing information about the at least one object (Col. 4 lines 54 - 56); 
associating the graphical code to the at least one object (Col. 4 lines 56 - 57); assigning a 
transaction identifier (Col. 4 lines 61 - 65, disclosing transaction [to load] identifier [WWW]) 
included in the machine-readable code. Col. 4 lines 65-67) to the at least one object; and storing 
(server [46]) the at least one object with other objects having the same transaction identifier 
([50] is the file storage location for objects [16]), with other objects [52] having the same 
transaction identifier (See fig. 2 [23], See Col 5 lines 62 - 67, disclosing demographics 
information 52 of user having same transaction [ to load] identifier [WWW]), 

Regarding dependent claim 2, Durst et al. discloses the graphical code [12] comprises 
unique index information about the at least one object (Col. 4 lines 65 - 67, disclosing the data 
string 20 of the object which is encoded in the bar code 12, and Fig, 2 [20] disclosing a unit 
index information [21, 22, ...26] about of the file location of object 16, and 18). 

Regarding dependent claim 3, Figs. 1 and 2, Col. 4 lines 65 - 67 of Durst et al. discloses 
the graphical code [12] comprises coordinate location [21] relating to fields (Field 1, Field 2, 
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Field 3 . . .Field 6) within the object . 

Regarding dependent claim 4, Col 4 lines 65 - 67 of Durst et al. discloses the graphical 
code (12) comprises routing information (Col 5 lines 1 - 3). 

Regarding dependent claim 5, Fig. 2 [12] discloses the graphical code comprises at 
least a one dimensional code (Col. 5 lines 9-1 1 and 36). 

Regarding dependent claim 6, Durst et al. discloses further comprising binding (Fig. 2 
[21 - 26]) the at least one object (27 is the file location of the at least 1 object 16, 18) to other 
objects (22 - 26) wherein the graphical code [12] comprises binding information {Fig. 2, launck 
user demographics,,. etc) that relates to one object and each of the other objects to each other. 
(Col 4 lines 60 - Col 5 line 5). 

Regarding independent claim 7, Figs.l and 2 of Durst et al disclose a system for the 
creation of an electronic container comprising: at least one object containing information [16, 
18]; a workstation [14] for inputting data about the at least one object [16, 1 8], a graphical code 
creator ([29] of Fig. 2); connected to the workstation {Fig, 2 is a workstation document 
generator [14] of Fig. 1) for crating a graphical code comprising the data [12], an electronic 
record creator [12] connected to the scanner [34] for creating a composite electronic record [10] 
comprising the at least one object and graphic code (see column 4 lines 54-57); and a container 
creator [20] for associating the at least one object [16, 18] with other objects [22 - 26] and for 
assigning a transaction identifier {Col 4 lines 61 - 65, disclosing transaction [to load] with 
identifier [WWW]) to the at least one object [16, 18]. 

Regarding dependent claim 8, Figure 2 of of Durst et al disclose the graphical code 
[12] comprises data concerning the at least one object {Fig. 2 [20] disclosing data string files 
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location [21] of data concerning the objects [16, 18]). 

Regarding dependent claim 9, Figure 2 [21 - 26] discloses the data comprises unique 
index data (Fig. 2 [20]) concerning the at least one object. 

Regarding dependent claim 10, Fig. 2 of Dust discloses the data comprises coordinate 
location of fields (field 1 field 6, [21-26]) within the at least one object. 

Regarding dependent claim 11, Fig. 6, Step 208 - 216, of system Fig. 1 of Durst et al. 
further disclose instructions for viewing the at least one object, the unique index data (Fig. 2 [21 
- 26] of unit index data string [20]) and supplemental data concerning the at least one object in a 
viewer (see Col 5 line 62 - Col. 6 line 4). 

Regarding dependent claim 12, Fig. 3 of Durst et al. discloses the container creator further 
comprises instructions for retrieving {fig, 6 step 208 - 216 discloses instruction for retrieving) and 
manipulating the at least one object (Tig. 3 [10]) using the same application that created the at least 
one object (Fig. 2 [10]). 

Regarding to independent claim 13, Figs. 3 and 6 of Durst et al. discloses a method for 
managing workflow within an organization (Col. 6 lines 26 - 27) comprising: receiver an 
electronic container [10] comprising one or more objects (Text and car image of [10]) associated 
with a task (barcode [12]) and routing information associated with each of the one or more 
objects (Col. 4 lines 60 - Col. 5 line 5); routing each of the one or more objects to a recipient 
designated in the routing information for processing (Fig. 6 Step 214); and receiving fi-om each 
designated recipient one or more processed objects (Fig. 6 step 216). 

Regarding to dependent claim 14, Fig. 3 of Durst further disclose wherein receiving an 
electronic container [10] comprising one or more objects [Text, Car Image of 10] associated with a 
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task [12] comprises receiving one or more objects [Text, Car Image] selected from the group 
consisting of an image [Car Image], a document [TEXT], a database, a computer generated file, and 
an electronic data interchange file (Fig. 3 [10]). 

Regarding to dependent claim 15, Durst ftirther discloses wherein receiving an 
electronic container comprising routing information associated with each of the one or 
more objects comprises receiving for each of the one or more objects a graphical code 
comprising the routing information (Col. 4 line 61 - Col 5 line 5). 

Regarding to dependent claim 16, Durst further discloses the method of 
managing workflow within an organization (Col. 6 lines 34 - 35), wherein the method 
further comprises receiving for at least one of the one or more objects index information 

{See Fig, 3 of Durst disclosing a receiving system by scanning a barcode [12], and 
receiving in the index information [21, file location], [22, Source ID], [23, User 
demographics] which encoded in the bar code 12, [see Col 4 lines 65-67, and Fig. 2 
data string 20 for disclosing index information encode in the barcode) . 

Regarding to dependent claim 18, Fig. 3 of Durst further discloses the method of 
managing workflow within an organization (Col. 6 lines 34 - 35), wherein the method further 
comprises: receiving a graphical code (Fig. 3 [12]) indicative of an organization structure of the 
electronic container (Col. 4 lines 61 - Col. 5 line 4). 

Regarding to dependent claim 19, Fig. 3 of Durst further wherein receiving a 
graphical code indicative of an organization structure of the electronic container 
comprises: receiving rules directed to determining order to the objects within the 
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container (See Figs. 8, 9 and 10, starting from step 208 of Fig. 8 to step of 272 of Fig. 
10) for disclosing the order and of determining rules and process to transmitting the file 
of the object from the storage of the sever to the client computer). 

Regarding to dependent claim 20, Fig. 3 of Durst discloses wherein receiving a 
graphical code [12] indicative of an organizational structure of the electronic container (Col. 4 
lines 61 - Col. 5 line 4) comprises receiving rules directed to determining whether the electronic 
container comprises all of the objects associated with the task (see Figs. 8, 9 and 10, starting 
fi^om step 208 of Fig. 8 to step of 272 of Fig. 10 for rules directed to determining whether the 
electronic container comprises all of the objects associated with the task (See Fig. 3 of Durst 
disclosing a receiving system by scanning a barcode 12, and receiving in the index information 
[21, file location], [22, Source ID], [23, User demographics] which encoded in the bar code 12, 
[see Col. 4 lines 65 - 67, and Fig. 2 data string 20 for disclosing index information encode in the 
barcode 12). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtanied though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Durst et al, 
as applied to claim 16 above, and further in view of Howell et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,215,992. 
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Durst et al, The object index 20 of Fig. 2 indicative of the a field value, a field name, a 
field type [Field 1, Field 2, Field . . . Field 6] and a checksum value [62] of Fig. 2 of Durst et al. 
as applied to claim 16 above, disclosed every aspect of applicant's claimed invention except for a 
length value. 

Howell et al. Col. 1 1 lines 14-18, disclosing a barcode system with a length packet 
value includes in the checksum. 

Both Durst et al. and Howell et al. are relating to barcode system. Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modified the check sum of Durst et al.'s barcode with the check sum of Howell et al. for the 
puipose of providing en'or identification checksum for the packet length (Col. 1 1 hues 16-17). 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 4/20/04 have been fully and carefully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argues on page 7-10 of the amendment that the examination of the claims fail 
to give full appreciation of the meaning ascribed to the terms used in the claims by the written 
description. The Examiner points out that the term 'object\ is utilized throughout the computer 
arts and describes numerous meanings and functions within a web environment- Furthermore, the 
term ' information\ mentioned with independent claim 1, could be interpreted in many different 
ways and provides many different employments when interpreted as a whole within the claim 
language. Durst provides the teaching of physically associating text/graphics with a barcode. 
Because the independent claim fails to disclose how the type of association is made or what type 
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of association is being made between the graphical code and the object, the Durst reference 
provides a proficient interpretation of the claimed features. Because the claim limitations are to 
be given their broadest reasonable interpretation within the scope of the art, the barcode methods 
of Durst provide a reasonable inteipretation of the newly amended claim. 

Applicant argues on pages 9 through 1 1 of the amendment that the vendor's World Wide 
Web (WWW) site is not a transaction and the "WWW" is not an "identifier" of a transaction. 
The Applicant amended claim 1 to recite a method directed to the creation of an electronic 
container to "conduct a business transaction". An electronic version of the object "useful in 
conducting the business transaction" is created and a transaction identifier is assigned to the 
object to associate the object "with the business transaction". The Examiner rejected the newly 
formed claim limitations based on the term 'useful\ because it fails to provide or illustrate what 
in the Applicant's claimed invention is actually useful in conducting the business transaction. It 
was known and typical at the time of the invention for a URL to provide transactional 
identification information. As presently claimed, the Durst reference provides the proper 
clarification of meaning for both the transaction or delivery of websites, and the URL 
information, which provides identification information. 

In reference to claim 4, the Applicant agues on pages 10 and 11, that neither the machine 
readable code nor the file location pointer described by Durst identifies means to redirect 
documents associated with a container to different locations for processing and reassembling 
those documents when processing is completed; however, the Examiner cannot find the above- 
mentioned language within dependent claim 4 (as presently claimed). 
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THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR M36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fi-om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutoiy period, then the shortened statutoiy period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew J. Ludwig whose telephone number is 703-305-8043. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on 703-308-5465. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regai ding the status of an application may be obtained fi om the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published appUcations 
may be obtained fiom either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toU-fi-ee). 
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August 3, 2004 




STEPHENS. HONG 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



